nation Society. One is a reprint of a correspondence in the Hospital Gazette on the death of a child in Brixton, certified by the medical attendant as due to " marasmus." The child's father, a porter, believing vaccination to have been the cause of death, appears to have issued a circular letter on the subject to the press of the metropolis, copies of it being published in at least three newspapers.
In one of these, the South London Press, Dr. Underwood, who had not been the vaccinator of the child, but who had seen it repeatedly during its illness, stated that he had inquired into all the circumstances, and found (1) that eight other children had been vaccinated with the same lymph, and had all made a good recovery, the scars being typical; (2) that the child from whose arm the lymph was taken had an excellent family history ; and (3) that the dead child belonged to a very unhealthy family.
But we have not gleaned any of this information from the tract in question. The At the same time it is interesting to observe the eagerness with which anti-vaccinators adduce the authority of any stray (strayed?) doctor who happens to agree with their peculiar whim, while they pretend utterly to despise all medical opinion on the other side. But even Dr. Cordwent is not a thoroughpaced anti-vaccinator. He says that in epidemic seasons isolation is of no avail." But it is exactly to isolation that Leicester looks for protection against small-pox, and it is in praise of the wondrous results of isolation there that ppeans are being continually sung in the columns of the Vaccination Inquirer, and of every newspaper that will accept contributions from the letter-writing ring of the AntiVaccination Society. It is too bad that their own special medical prophet, whom they have set up to bless them, should end by condemning them.
We note that Dr. Cordwent states that for twenty years he was a public vaccinator, and at the same time he charges those who hold now the opinions that he held then, with being
